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The Creator God 
llB ubble, Bubble, Toil and 
Trouble: How life learned to 
live-Science: Pop! A new 
theory of Genesis." The title of the 
July 19, 1993 article by Sharon 
Begley in Newsweek grabbed my 
attention. Over 400 researchers met 
earlier this summer in an 
International Conference on the 
Origin of Life. One new theory 
suggests that "frothy, filmy, 
iridescent bubbles of seawater served 
as life 's delivery room." Begley 
reminds the reader that "bubble or 
comet, deep-sea vent or volcano, 
wherever the ingredients of life first 
evolved, combining them into 
something fully alive still seems 
madly improbable. Fred Hoyle, the 
British astronomer, once said the 
event is about as likely as assembling 
a Boeing 747 by sending a whirling 
tornado into a junkyard." 
It takes more faith to believe the 
theories of evolution than to accept 
the biblical truth that God created. 
Genesis 1:1 is emphatic: "In the 
beginning God created the heaven 
and the earth." Exodus 20:11 
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President 
Cedarville College 
declares: "In six days the Lord made 
heaven and earth, the sea, and all 
that in them is." Our belief system is 
fatally flawed unless we get started 
right in Genesis with our God- the 
Creator God. 
The Creator God is in control. He 
is sovereign from the beginning until 
now. The devastating midwestern 
floods of the summer of ' 93 did not 
catch Hirn by surprise. The same is 
true for hurricanes Andrea and 
Hugo. He knows. He is working a 
plan. He is declaring His power. 
Man cannot stand in his inadequate 
ingenuity. The Creator God reveals 
His strong and mighty hand. 
The Creator God gives victory and 
comfort out of His power. Two of 
our fine young ladies who are 
students at Cedarville College are 
battling leukemia at this moment. 
Their hope is in this God. He is the 
One to whom we tum in prayer. 
The Creator God gives eternal life 
to all who will receive it. I met Frank 
Pastore when he pitched for the 
Cincinnati Reds in the '80s. He was 
an agnostic evolutionist until he read 
The Genesis Flood by John 
Whitcomb and Henry Morris. Frank 
then concluded that God was the 
Creator God and soon turned to His 
Son Jesus Christ and trusted Him as 
his Savior. 
This Creator God is our God as a 
college. He is the God of our 
trustees, administrators, faculty, 
staff, and students. The Cedarville 
College doctrinal statement clearly 
states, 
We believe in the six-day 
account of creation, that 
the creation of man lies in 
the specia~ immediate, 
and formative acts of God 
and not from previous 
existing forms of life. 
Genesis 1 :26,27; 2:7-
9,16,17; 3:1-19. 
We often say that the only way we 
can explain all that has happened 
and is happening at our college is 
God- the Creator God! 
.I. 
The Creator God 
by Dr. Paul Dixon 
2 
Campus News 
4 
Good Thinking 
by Dr. Lee Eimers 
6 
How Old Is The Earth? 
by Dr. Larry Helmick 
and Dr. Donald Baumann 
9 
Dinosaurs 
by John Whitmore 
12 
Cedarville Torch 
Vol. 15 No. 3 
Summer Issue , l 993 
Published by 
Cedarville College 
P.O. Box 601 
Cedarville, OH 45314 
Dr. Paul Dixon, President 
NO PAID 
SUBSCRIPTIONS 
Cedarville Torch 
is published quarterly for 
alumni and friends of 
Cedarville College . 
Comments and requests for 
extra copies should be 
directed to: 
DougM_iller 
Managing Editor 
Cedarville Torch 
P.O. Box 601 
Cedarville, OH 45314 
5 l 3-766-7808 
Torch 3 
CAMPUS NEWS 
College Hosts 
"Back to Genesis" Seminar 
A "Back to Genesis" seminar, 
co-sponsored by the Institute for 
Creation Research (ICR) and the CDR 
Radio Network on April 16-17, drew 
7,000 participants to the Cedarville 
College campus. About 4,500 
elementary and secondary school 
students, teachers, and parents heard 
ICR speakers Ken Ham, Dr. Donald 
Chittick, and Dr. Duane Gish present 
evidence for creation during morning 
and afternoon assemblies on April 16. 
Over 2,500 adults attended seminars led 
by the ICR team on April 16 and 17. 
The speakers also addressed the student 
body in chapel on April 13-15. 
CedarNet Expands 
R se II of CedarNet will add Brock, Willetts, and Maddox dormitories to 
the campuswide computer network for the 1993-94 school year. 
Approximately two-thirds of on-campus students will have network a~cess 
through computer workstations in their dorm rooms. Other students will use 
centrally located computer labs. The college family also will be able to 
access Patterson Clinic and the Maintenance Department. Other features of 
Phase II include additional training for students, new software, and more 
laser printers in the computer labs. Phase II will add the capability of 
researching library periodicals through the network. 
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Commencement 
Awards 
I 
D uring the 97th annual 
commencement exercises on June 5, 
four members of the Class of 1993 
received the highest awards given to 
graduating seniors. The President 's 
Trophy recognizes character, 
leadership, scholarship, and 
sportsmanship, while the Faculty 
Scholarship Trophy goes to the 
graduate with the highest grade point 
average. Pictured with Dr. Dixon (top 
picture, left to right) are President's 
Trophy recipients Bill Montgomery, 
broadcasting major from Columbus, 
Ohio, Kirsten Gibbs, elementary 
education major from Cedarville, 
Ohio, and Paul Anderson, 
mathematics major from Plymouth, 
Minnesota. Elizabeth Lane (bottom 
picture), elementary education major 
from Blanchester, Ohio, earned the 
Faculty Scholarship Trophy with a 
3.98 grade point average. 
.. 
Departments Welcome New 
Leadership 
Dr. Jack Riggs Dr. Sharon Johnson 
'le departments of Biblical 
Education and Business 
Administration will welcome new 
chairs effective Fall Quarter 1993. 
Dr. Jack Riggs, professor of Bible 
and director of institutional research, 
will replace Dr. Robert Gromacki, 
who chaired the Department of 
Biblical Education for 28 years and 
will continue to teach as 
distinguished professor of Bible. 
Dr. Riggs, a member of the 
department since 1967, also served 
the College as director of church 
relations. He holds degrees from 
Taylor University and Grace and 
Dallas Theological Seminaries and 
took post-graduate work at the 
Institute of Holy Land Studies in 
Jerusalem, Israel. Dr. Riggs is the 
author of two books on Bible 
'le College Admissions Office 
has a new phone number for 
prospective students or anyone 
interested in admissions information. 
Simply dial 1-800-CEDARVILLE 
(800-233-2784). High school seniors 
are encouraged to apply early for the 
best opportunities for admission and 
financial aid. 
themes, as well as numerous 
magazine and journal articles and 
Sunday school materials. Before 
coming to Cedarville, Dr. Riggs 
pastored three churches and, in 
recent years, has served in several 
interim pastorates. 
New to the campus, Dr. (Mr.) 
Sharon Johnson will take the reins of 
the Department of Business 
Administration from Dr. Ronald 
Walker who has served as chairman 
since 1986. Dr. Johnson most 
recently was associate professor of 
management in the Hankamer 
School of Business at Baylor 
University. He also co-directed the 
Baylor Center for Church 
Management. Dr. Johnson has been 
published widely and is a 
contributing editor for Spiritual 
Fitness in Business and The Ledger. 
He has consulted with numerous 
institutions and businesses in the 
areas of strategic management, 
marketing effectiveness, and 
behavioral management. Dr. Johnson 
earned the BS, MBA, and DBA 
degrees from Florida State 
University. 
Israel in 1994 
R now to join Cedarville 
College's twenty-second tour of 
Israel, March 7-16, 1994. 
Dr. Robert Gromacki's on-site 
Bible teaching will make your trip 
unforgettable. He and Dr. Martin 
Clark, tour host, understand that a 
tour of Israel is a once-in-a-lifetime 
dream of many Christians. Both 
have experience in leading groups 
to Israel and have selected the 
itinerary and accommodations for 
wonderful travel with a spiritual 
impact. For information, please call 
Dr. Martin Clark at 513-766-7810 
or write to him at: 
Cedarville College 
P.O. Box 601 
Cedarville, OH 45314 
Itineraries 
Dr. Paul Dixon 
President 
Blanchester, Ohio 
First Baptist Church, September 12 
Wooster, Ohio 
Westhill Baptist Church, SeJ?tember 19 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 
Calvary Church, October 3 
Fenton, Michigan 
First Baptist Church, October 9-10 
Mt Laurel, New Jersey 
Fellowship B~tist Church, October 31 
Redding, California 
Association of Regular Baptist Churches 
of Northern California, Annual Meeting, 
Grace Baptist Church, November 4-5 
Cicero, Indiana 
Harbour Shores Baptist Church, 
November 14 
Kokomo, Indiana 
First Baptist Church, December 5 
Athens, Ohio 
Albany Baptist Church, December 12 
Dr. James T. Jeremiah 
Chancellor 
Looking for the right speaker for your 
Seniors fellowship? Dr. Jeremiah is 
beginning a new emphasis on Seniors 
ministry. His radio broadcast, The 
Senior Advantage, airs daily on the 
CDR Radio Network. Dr. Jeremiah is 
accepting invitations to speak to Seniors 
groups across the country after October 
1st. Call 513-766-7904 to schedule a 
meeting for your church or Seniors 
group. 
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If we were to believe the 
caricatures of creationists and 
Christians presented in the popular 
media, it certainly would seem 
impossible to find good Christian 
thinking. But we find that Scripture 
encourages Christians to use the 
minds that God has given them. We 
also find that Christians throughout 
the history of science have used their 
minds to make significant 
contributions to the scientific 
process. 
CltRiSTiAN 
TltiNkERS 
In Isaiah 1:18, we read, "Come now, 
and let us reason together, saith the 
LORD: though your sins be as 
scarlet, they shall be as white as 
snow; though they be red like 
crimson, they shall be as wool." 
God's appeal to His people is 
through their reason. Christianity is 
preeminently a logical and 
reasonable system. We should be 
encouraged to remember that it is 
not necessary to "hang up your 
brains when you enter the door of 
the church." 
Throughout Christ's ministry, He 
appealed to men and women to think 
as an avenue to belief. "What think 
ye?" was one of His favorite 
questions. 
In Acts 17:11, the writer (referring 
to the Berean Christians) says, 
"These were more noble than those 
in Thessalonica, in that they received 
the word with all readiness of mind, 
and searched the scriptures daily, 
whether those things were so." Why 
were they "more noble"? They used 
their minds to seek God's truth. 
The scriptural mandate for 
Christians to be good thinkers is 
clear. And many Christians have 
taken up this mandate throughout 
history, making outstanding 
contributions in the sciences. 
One fine example of such a 
Christian is Blaise Pascal (1623-
1662), the great French scientist and 
mathematician who established the 
science of probability and made 
many foundational contributions in 
several areas of physics. At the time 
of his death at an early age, he was 
collecting notes for a book on 
Christian apologetics. These notes 
were so profound and effective that 
they were published posthumously 
as a book called Pensees which is 
still studied today. 
Consider also Michael Faraday 
(1791-1867), a British physicist who 
belonged to a group similar to 
today's Plymouth Brethren. Faraday 
is credited with many fundamental 
discoveries in the area of electricity 
and magnetism. Modern electrical 
motors and generators are based on 
his discoveries. Both Pascal and 
Faraday would be considered 
creationists today. 
Another example is James Clerk 
Maxwell (1831-1879), a British 
scientist who was a devout Christian. 
While courting his wife-to-be, he 
extensively quoted Scripture in his 
letters to her. Maxwell developed a 
set of equations that united two 
separate fields of science-optics 
and electromagnetism. This set of 
four equations, developed about the 
time of the Civil War, still stands 
over 130 years later as the basis for 
most of electrical engineering study 
and activity. Maxwell strongly 
opposed Darwinism, which was 
introduced about this time. 
Furthermore, creationist scientists 
today are making significant 
contributions to scientific endeavors. 
The late astronaut James Irwin, who 
held advanced degrees in aeronautical 
engineering and astronautical 
science, was just one prominent 
example of many Christians who 
hold to the literal truth of the Bible 
and who have made an impact on the 
scientific community. 
Wlto Is BiAsEd? 
Thus we see that thinking is an 
appropriate activity for the Christian 
and that Christians have been 
prominent thinkers throughout 
history. If this is the case, why is 
there such conflict between the 
thinking of the evolutionist and the 
creationist? To answer this question, 
we must examine and compare their 
thinking processes. Each frequently 
accuses the other of bias in his 
thinking that colors his conclusions. 
Which one is really biased? 
The answer is that both are biased. 
In fact, it is impossible for thinking to 
take place without bias. Frequently 
these biases are referred to as 
"presuppositions," basic assumptions 
which underlie any thinking 
processes. Usually a person holds his 
own presuppositions to be 
unquestionably true and is amazed 
that others could disagree. An 
example of a presupposition of a 
creationist would be, "There is a God 
who has acted in the world." An 
example of a presupposition of an 
evolutionist would be, "Everything 
can be explained by natural processes 
without recourse to any supernatural 
intervention." The conclusions each 
would reach from any given set of 
data would then be determined by 
their presuppositions. 
Consider an example of how these 
presuppositions would influence the 
interpretation of scientific data. There 
are instances of geological deposits 
where a single rock layer contains 
widely differing fossils within a few 
hundred feet. The creationist 
examines the rock layer and sees that 
it appears to have been laid down in 
one continuous action. He sees no 
physical evidence that different parts 
were laid down at different time 
periods. He therefore concludes that 
the fossilized creatures must have 
lived at the same time. The 
evolutionist looks at the fossils in the 
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rock layer and sees that they are 
assigned by the evolutionary 
timetable to different geological 
ages. He therefore concludes it may 
look like it was all laid down at one 
time, but it wasn't. In spite of its 
appearance, the different parts of the 
layer must have been deposited 
during different geological ages 
because the fossilized creatures 
could not have been 
contemporaries. Each person's 
conclusion is based on his 
presuppositions. 
As another example of the 
differences in evolutionist and 
creationist thinking, consider the 
fossil evidence. The evolutionist 
looks at similarities and differences 
in the fossils and constructs "family 
trees" on the basis of his 
evolutionary presupposition that the 
simple evolved into the complex. 
Hypothetical connections between 
different "branches" of the "tree" 
are assumed to have existed even 
though no fossil evidence can be 
found. On the other hand, the 
creationist looks at the same 
evidence and finds that complex 
organisms appear fully formed in 
the fossil record without any 
evidence of ancestors or 
intermediate forms. To him the 
evidence points to many 
disconnected "bushes" instead of a 
single "tree." He concludes that the 
fossil record supports creation. 
CRiTicAL TltiNkiNG 
As we consider the above examples, 
we probably find ourselves agreeing 
strongly with one interpretation and 
disagreeing strongly with the other. 
This was the result of our own 
presuppositions. We all have them 
and should be aware of them. 
We should also be aware of one 
possible conclusion that some 
people draw from the above 
discussion, that all sets of 
presuppositions are equally valid. 
They are not all equally valid. In 
fact, they are often mutually 
exclusive. Conflicting 
presuppositions cannot both be 
valid. The problem we have, then, is 
how we determine their validity. 
Sometimes presuppositions can be 
examined directly to assess their 
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validity. But more often it is 
necessary to look at the logical 
conclusions that can be drawn from 
the presuppositions and compare 
them with the evidence. The problem 
we all have is that our bias often 
keeps us from considering any 
evidence at all, and then it keeps us 
from seeing evidence that would 
contradict our presuppositions. Once 
this evidence is confronted, revision 
of our presuppositions can follow. 
The willingness to risk this type of 
mental activity is the essence of 
critical thinking. 
TltouGltTful REspoNsE 
As Christians and creationists, we 
should not be afraid of thinking or of 
truth. John tells us, "Thy word is 
truth" (John 17:17b) and "the Spirit is 
truth" (I John 5:6). We should seek to 
be the best thinkers possible for the 
glory of God, and we should 
encourage thinking in our children. If 
we tell them all their lives what to 
think instead of showing them how to 
think, they will be easier prey for 
false doctrine of every kind, not just 
that of evolution. 
As Christians and creationists, we 
must be concerned with how we can 
use this information to help us with 
our witnessing. Our primary concern 
should be presenting Christ and His 
claims, not making creationists out of 
evolutionists. If that were the case, 
we would merely have an unsaved 
creationist instead of an unsaved 
evolutionist. However, we should not 
hesitate to discuss creation when 
appropriate in witnessing, 
professional communication, or 
friendly conversation. 
If our purpose is to lead a person to 
Christ, we should avoid the "straw 
man" approach, which is all too 
popular among Christian speakers. In 
this approach, we present the other 
side in the worst possible light, with 
the weakest possible support, and 
then we proceed to demolish this 
"straw man" with our own position. 
This type of approach is very 
convincing to those who are already 
convinced, but not to those on the 
other side. Instead, we should credit 
the other side with being interested in 
the pursuit of truth. We should try to 
understand where they are coming 
from. Then we seek to raise questions 
in their minds about some of the logical 
consequences of their position. 
Some examples of questions we could 
raise would concern the following : 
What about "missing links"? The 
supposed evolutionary tree contains 
many supposed transitional forms or 
"missing links." They are "missing" in 
the sense that no fossil evidence has 
been found. What about the 
mathematical improbability that 
random mutations could produce new 
organisms? What about the problem 
that evolution is a theory without a 
mechanism? Evolutionists all agree that 
evolution "must have happened." But 
they disagree on any mechanism or 
method by which it could have 
occurred. Many other similar questions 
can be found in the writings of 
creationist authors. 
What then of our original question: 
Can a creationist be a critical thinker? 
We have seen that thinking is a 
mandate from Scripture, that Christians 
and creationists (including the founders 
of many of the sciences) have been 
outstanding thinkers throughout history, 
and that the source of the conflict in 
thinking between creationists and 
evolutionists lies in their 
presuppositions, not in the quality of 
their thinking. Yes, not only can a 
creationist be a critical thinker, but 
doing so will make him a far more 
effective Christian. Remember, 
however, that being a creationist does 
not automatically make us good 
thinkers. It is an area in which we all 
can and should strive to improve for the 
glory of God. 

Scientists who believe that the earth 
is extremely old often base their 
conclusion on the observation of 
certain natural processes such as 
radioactive decay. For example, 
rubidium-87 (B7Rb) is a common 
radioactive isotope which decays into 
stable strontium-87 (87Sr), called 
radiogenic strontium when it is 
formed by radioactive decay. Since 
both rubidium-87 and strontium-87 
are often found in igneous rocks 
(rocks which were once molten) 
along with normal strontium-86 and 
nonradiogenic strontium-87, and 
since the rate of radioactive decay is 
known, many "old earth" scientists 
believe that the age of igneous rocks 
can be calculated from the present 
concentrations of these isotopes. This 
is called a radiometric dating method. 
However, this calculation involves 
certain rather unlikely assumptions 
. about the initial concentrations of 
isotopes. Furthermore, these 
assumptions cannot be verified, and 
therefore may not even be valid in 
many cases. 
To reduce the likelihood of 
calculating ages using invalid 
assumptions, or even invalid data, 
these scientists sometimes use a 
graphical method, called the isochron 
method, to calculate ages. (See 
DEMONSTRATION sidebar.) If the 
data forms a straight line (an 
isochron), it is believed to be valid. 
The slope of the line is then used to 
calculate the age of the rock. If the 
data is scattered, it is assumed to be 
invalid due to leaching of elements 
into or out of the rock since its 
formation, and is therefore ignored. 
However, even this method often 
yields results which are obviously not 
valid. Our demonstration shows how 
four contradictory results can be 
obtained for the same rock! All four 
cannot be valid. How, then, do 
scientists determine which result to 
accept and which to ignore? The 
answer is not determined by the data 
or the method of analysis. It is 
determined primarily by their 
preconceived ideas. If the result 
seems to fit what they believe to be 
true, it is considered valid. If it 
doesn't, it is considered invalid and 
ignored. 
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In spite of the serious limitations 
of this method, it appears 
convincing and is now accepted by 
most scientists without question. 
Yet there is another simple 
explanation of the data which is 
nearly always ignored because it 
produces nothing interesting or 
publishable about a rock, such as 
the age. However, it can account for 
all the data, not just part of it, and 
therefore might be considered to be 
a better explanation of the data. It is 
known as the mixing model. 
The mixing model assumes that 
small rocks containing different 
concentrations of elements and 
isotopes were once partially mixed 
while in a molten state to form one 
larger igneous rock. This 
assumption is consistent with the 
worldwide observation of large 
scale catastrophic events, such as 
volcanoes, which produce molten 
rock. 
If mixing has indeed occurred in a 
large percentage of igneous rocks, 
then we would expect to obtain each 
of the four different types of results 
occasionally, depending upon which 
combination of data happened to be 
obtained and plotted. This is exactly 
what is found. Therefore, scattered 
data is not necessarily the result of 
leaching. It may also be the result of 
mixing and therefore would still be 
considered valid. More significantly, 
it is possible to obtain isochrons due 
to incomplete mixing of molten 
rocks, but these isochrons have 
nothing to do with age. In fact, 
calculation of an age from the slope 
of the isochron would clearly be a 
misinterpretation of the data and 
would be very misleading! In this 
case, the data simply represent 
various ratios of isotopes in the rock 
and have nothing to do with the age 
of the rock. 
Now, is it possible to determine 
which of the two possible 
explanations for formation of 
isochrons, aging or mixing, is 
correct? Fortunately, yes! Through a 
simple mathematical analysis, it is 
possible to determine in most cases 
if mixing has indeed occurred. 
Examination of 18 isochrons 
published in the scientific literature 
indicates that 72% appear to be the 
result of mixing, not aging. The 
remaining 28% could be the result of 
either mixing or aging. Thus it is 
clear that, in many cases, erroneous 
ages have been calculated from 
isochrons that are actually the result 
of mixing, not aging. 
The mixing model demonstrates 
that the ratios of elements and 
isotopes in igneous rocks are usually 
the result of incomplete mixing of 
different rocks while in a molten 
state, not the result of aging. Thus 
the radiometric method cannot be 
used to date rocks or determine the 
age of the earth. Claims that the 
earth is four and a half billion years 
old, based upon radiometric dating, 
are clearly unwarranted. In fact, the 
earth could be very young, as the 
Bible seems to indicate. Since 
science cannot determine absolute 
truth, we must look to other sources 
to determine truth concerning origins 
and to filter the conclusions that are 
obtained from scientific 
investigations. Since the Creator has 
given us His eyewitness testimony of 
creation in the form of the Bible, we 
would be wise to begin our 
investigation of origins with a 
thorough understanding of His Word. 
Article taken from Creation Research Society Quarterly, 
"A Demonstration of the Mixing Model to Account for 
Rb-Sr lsochrons" by Dr. Larry Helmick and Dr. Donald 
Baumann. 
Larry Helmick, a 
1963 graduate of 
CedarviTle College, 
serves as professor 
of chemistry at 
Cedarville and 
teaches the Origins 
course. He holds a 
Ph.D. from Ohio 
University and has 
worked as a Faculty 
Research Fellow at 
NASA-Lewis 
Research Center. 
He has been at 
Cedarville since 
1968. 
Donald Baumann Is a 
professor of biology 
and chemistry at 
Cedarville College 
and teaches tfle 
Radiation Biology 
course. He earned a 
Ph.D. from Iowa 
State University and 
has been at 
Cedarville since 
1964. 
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In our Origins course at Cedarville 
College, we perform a demonstration 
of the isochron method of radiometric 
dating. We use a bag with various 
colored beads to represent the mixture 
of elements within a rock. By pulling 
beads from the bag, students can take a 
"rock sample" and calculate the age of 
the rock. The following description 
shows the possible outcomes of the 
demonstration and reveals the 
inconsistency of radiometric dating. 
Three individual rocks (A,B,C) with 
different concentrations of elements 
and isotopes are partially mixed by 
melting to form one larger rock (X). 
Eleven samples (A-K) are taken from 
various locations in rock X for 
analysis. Since rock Xis not 
homogeneous, the eleven samples will 
contain various ratios of the original 
three rocks, as shown in Table 1. The 
isotopic composition of each of the 
11 samples is also given in Table 1. 
Four or five data points are arbitrarily 
selected and plotted, as shown in 
Graphs 1-4. These four graphs reveal 
four different results from radiometric 
dating of the same rock using the 
isochron method. 
The four graphs clearly show that 
there is a problem with radiometric 
dating using the isochron method. 
Graph 1: 
The ratios of the different isotopes 
yield an isochron (a straight line), 
which appears to verify the validity of 
the data, and an age has been 
calculated from the slope of the line. 
TABLE 1: ISOTOPIC COMPOSITION OF 
11 SAMPLES OF ROCK X 
Rock Formed by Number of Atoms a1sr 
Sample Mixing a1sr 86Sr B7Rb a&Sr 
A 7 10 0 0.70 
B 8 10 20 0.80 
c 12 12 30 1.00 
D 1A+1B+OC 15 20 20 0.75 
E 2A+1B+OC 22 30 20 0.73 
F 4A+1B+OC 36 50 20 0.72 
G 1A+OB+1C 19 22 30 0.86 
H 2A+OB+1C 26 32 30 0.81 
I 6A+OB+1C 54 72 30 0.75 
J 1A+18+1C 27 32 50 0.84 
K 1A+4B+1C 51 62 110 0.82 
Graph 2: 
Plotting a different combination of 
data from the same rock provides 
another isochron, but with a different 
slope and thus a different age. Can the 
same rock have two different ages? 
Graph 3: 
The data points are scattered. 
Therefore, the data appears to 
be invalid and no line can be 
drawn. 
Graph 4: 
The data produces a line with a 
negative slope, and therefore a 
negative age! Can a rock have a 
negative age? 
87Rb Is it possible that the 4.5 billion-
e&sr year age for the earth is simply 
the result of faulty analysis of 
0.00 isotopic data and that the earth is 
2.00 really not that old? Read the 2.50 
1.00 accompanying article for another 
0.67 analysis and explanation of the 
0.40 isotopic data which has been 
1.36 largely ignored by "old earth" 0.94 
0.42 scientists because it does not fit 
1.56 their preconceived ideas 
1.77 concerning the age of the earth. 
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Dinosaur reconstruction 
by Buddy Davis. 
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by John Whitmore 
mosaurs were a popular 
subject long before this summer 's release 
of the blockbuster movie Jurassic Park. 
One of the first stops a child makes at the 
local library is in the dinosaur section. 
These beasts have captured the attention 
of everyone since their fossilized 
remains were first found in the early 
1800's. Of course, most, if not all, of the 
books our children bring home from the 
library are written from an evolutionary 
perspective. Have we been duped into 
believing the evolutionary theory that 
dinosaurs supposedly lived millions of 
years ago, long before man came onto 
the scene? Does the Bible have anything 
to say about dinosaurs? What should we 
teach our children about them? How long 
ago did the dinosaurs live? When and 
bow did they become extinct? These are 
just a few of the questions we need to 
know the answers to when our children 
get caught up in dinosaur mania. 
Scientists who study dinosaurs have 
two opposing theories. One group, the 
evolutionists, teach that dinosaurs lived 
and died millions of years ago and did 
not live with man. Most believe they 
became extinct when a large asteroid hit 
the earth about 65 million years ago. The 
evolutionary theory contradicts what the 
Bible teaches. The other group, the 
creationists, believe dinosaurs were 
created with man about 6,000 years ago 
and became extinct shortly after Noah's 
Flood. 
Are Dinosaurs Read chapter 41 of Job, where 
Men1:ioned in another fearsome animal, leviathan, 
1:he Bible? is described. Some Bible footnotes 
Genesis teaches that all animals were claim this animal may have been a 
created on days five and six of the crocodile, but some are more honest, 
creation week, along with man. But saying the identity is unknown. From 
does the Bible actually mention and the description, leviathan appears to 
describe dinosaurs? The word be a dragon, similar to those known 
"dinosaur" ·snot found in the from medieval myths and Chinese 
Bible-not surpr1sing because it legends. In Job's day, leviathan was 
wasn't coined until tfie early 1800's still a living animal and had not yet 
when the first skeletons were become extinct. God uses the entire 
ciiscovered. J'he word itself means chapter to describe this "fire 
"terrible Iizara." There are two such breathing" animal which may be one 
"terrible lizards" described in the of the dinosaurs we have in museums 
Bible: behemoth and leviathan. We today. 
fi d their descriptions in one of the There are no animals living today 
oldest books of the Bible, Job. These that match the descriptions of 
animals probably belonged to some of behemoth and leviathan. If we take a 
the creatures we call «dinosaurs." literal approach to the Scriptures, 
In the last chapters of Job, God---these were real animals that were 
speaks. Read Job 40:15-24, where living at the same time as Job. Since 
God questions Job about a large most of us have been taught that men 
animal called behemoth. If you check and dinosaurs never lived together, it 
the footnotes of most Bibles, they say never occurs to most Bible scholars 
behemoth was probably a that these animals could be 
hippopotamus or an elephant. dinosaurs, so our footnotes say 
Remember, footnotes are not the hippopotamus, crocodile, or 
inspired word of God! Look at the unknown. 
description carefully and see its 
similarities to what paleontologists 
would refer to as sauropods (such as 
brontosaurus, brachiosaul'us, 
diplodocus, and others). Sauropods 
were the largest group of dinosaurs. 
They had long necks, long tails, and 
enormous bodies. Some reached 140 
feet or more in length and weighed up 
to 50 tons. In verse 17, l:lehemoth is 
described as having a tail "like a 
cedar." Do you know of any other 
animals with tails like trees? Do you 
see any other evidence in these verses 
that a sauropod is being described? 
Notice verse 19 which implies 
behemoth was one of the largest 
animals God made. 
This excavation at the Paluxy River shows a 
dinosaur track next to a possible human 
footprint. Creationists believe men and 
dinosaurs did live together. 
Did Man and Dinosaurs 
Ever Live To9e1:her1 
Yes. It should be obvious from 
reading Genesis and the account 
given in Job that men and dinosaurs 
did coexist. But there is other 
evidence. In many cultures, people 
would draw pictures on cave walls of 
the animals they hunted. Cave 
drawings or petroglyphs occur in 
many remote places in the world. On 
the Doheny expedition into the 
Gran Ganyon in the early 1900's, 
scientists found some new Indian 
petroglyphs. One of these resembled 
a duckbilled dinosaur. People had to 
be aware of these living animals in 
order to draw them. 
Although they have been 
controversial, man and dinosaur 
footprints may occur together in 
Glen Rose, Texas. For many years, 
the nearby Paluxy River has been 
famous for many types of dinosaur 
tracks. In the 1930's, it was claimed 
"man" tracks were also found in the 
rocks near the river. Some of these 
tracks are carved and others have 
been misinterpreted as human tracks, 
but some may be genuine. I have 
personally seen the controversial tracks 
along the river. I helped excavate a 
human-like track in the summer of 
1989. It had all the characteristics one 
would expect of a human track and it 
was found beside a dinosaur footprint. 
It couldn't have been carved because 
we removed undisturbed rock and clay 
above it. The problem is this: we have 
not found a good left-right sequence of 
footprints. Until this is done, we cannot 
use these footprints as proof of 
dinosaur and human co-existence. 
However, since we believe dinosaurs 
and man were created on the same day 
and lived together, finding their tracks 
together would be entirely possible. Of 
course, evolutionists categorically 
reject the idea of dinosaurs and men 
living together, so they are not open to 
considering the evidence for their 
coexistence. 
Wha1: Happen d io 1:he 
Dinosaurs1 
What happened to these magajficent 
animals? Did they die because a great 
asteroid hit the earth or because their 
food supply disappeared, as some 
evolutionists propose? Does the Bible 
have an answer? 
Dinosaurs probably thrived on the 
pre-Flood earth. They required a warm 
climate to survive because of their 
great size and their need for large 
amounts of food. Many creationists 
believe a vapor canopy surrounded the 
earth before the Flood. This would 
have caused the earth to have a 
uniformly warm climate. No cold polar 
regions were present. Fossils of 
dinosaurs, ferns, and other warm 
weather organisms have been found in 
the polar regions of the earth, evidence 
that earth used to be much warmer. 
In Genesis we find the account of 
Noah's Flood. Many of the fossils we 
find all over the world today were 
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buried during the Flood. The Flood 
was a devastating event that 
completely wiped life from the 
earth-except for the animals on 
board the Ark with Noah. Many of the 
fossils we find, including dinosaurs, 
show. they were buried quickly, 
catastrophically, and possibly alive. 
As the Flood waters rose, some 
animals were able to escape to higher 
ground for a short time. Eventually the 
water rose so high that animals were 
forced to swim to stay afloat. 
Eventually they drowned. Dead 
carcasses then floated, eventually 
sank, and were buried. The events of 
Noah's Flood are responsible for the 
many dinosaur skeletons and fossil 
graveyards we find today. Many 
------'-'al::in:::o::saurs died during the Flood, but 
thi is not when they became extinct. 
Noah took dinosaurs on the Ark with 
him since he took two of every kind of 
land animal (Genesis 7:2). Many 
might wonder how he could do this 
because the dinosaurs were so large. 
ow could he possibly have had room 
for the ? Noah did not have to take 
full-grown, adult animals on board. 
He could have taken youngeI", smaller 
animals. 
Dinosaurs came out of the Ark and 
set foot onto a completely different 
world. Instead of the warm tropical 
paradise that had existed before the 
Flood, they found a harsh world and a 
climate which soon brought about the 
Ice Age. Behemoth, leviathan, and 
other dinosaurs were survivors of the 
Flood, but probably had a hard time 
making a comeback because of the 
new and adverse climatic conditions 
which may have included limited food 
sources. 
Climate and food may not have been 
their only hardship. According to 
Genesis 9:2,3 there was a new 
arrangement between man and 
animals. It was at this point that God 
put the fear of man into animals and 
gave them to man as food. If climatic 
hardships did not cause dinosaur 
extinction, man's desire to hunt and 
kill them may have. Although many 
dinosaurs died during the Flood, it 
wasn't until after the Flood that they 
became extinct. 
How Lons Aso Djd •he 
Djnosaurs Ljye1 
From the evidence supporting 
dinosaur and human coexistence, it 
should be obvious that dinosaurs did 
not become extinct millions of years 
ago. However, there is some other 
evidence which suggests recent 
extinction of the dinos urs. The 
Creation Research Science Education 
Foundation, a group of scientist ram 
Columbus, Ohio, has discovered the 
presence of radioactive carbon 14 
(14C) in dinosaur bones. According to 
theory, significant amounts of 14C 
cannot exist beyond 50,000 years. 
According to evolution, dinosaurs 
became extinct 65 million years ago. 
There is no possible way 14C could 
have survived this long. The mere 
presence of 14C in dinosaur bones 
proves they are not millions, but only 
thousands of years old. 
Why js a Creaijonj 
Yjew of Djnosaurs So 
lmponani 
As we have seen, there is ample 
evidence for the creationist view of 
dinosaurs. Yet many scientists be "eve 
For further reading and information: 
Recen"t Books Dinosaurs by Design.• Presents older children with 
And God Said. Provides young children with 
illustrations and short, written accounts of what 
happened on each day of Creation. By Martha S. 
Riedel (1989). lllustrated by Dan Riedel. 
Brentwood, TN: Wolgemuth & Hyatt. Order from 
Word Publishing. 
The Answers Book.• Provides answers to popu lar 
questions about Genesis and science (gap theory, 
Cain's wife, etc.). By Ken A. Ham (rev. 1991). El 
Cajon, CA: Master Books. 
Bones of Contention. Gives scientific evidence for 
creationism from the study of fossils. By Marvin L. 
Lubenow (1992). Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Book 
House. 
D is for Dinosaur.• Presents children with 
educating and enjoyable information about 
dinosaurs and creationism. By Ken A. Ham (1991). 
Santee, CA: Master Books. 
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interesting facts about the origin and lives of 
dinosaurs. By Duane T. Gish (1992). El Cajon, CA: 
Creation-Life Publishers. 
Evolution, the Challenge of the Fossil Record. • 
Shows how fossil evidence does not support 
evolution. By Duane T. Gish (1985). El Cajon, CA: 
Creation-Life Publishers. 
The Long War Against God.* Traces the history of 
evolution and shows the negative impact it has had 
on society. By Henry M. Morris (1989). Grand 
Rapids, Ml: Baker Book House. 
What is Creation Science?* Gives scientific 
evidence for creationism without reference to 
religion or the Bible. By Henry M. Morris & Gary E. 
Parker (1982). San Diego, CA: Creation-Life 
Publishers. 
* Contact the Ins ti lute for Creation Research for a 
catalog listing of these and other helpful books. 
the evolutionary model because God 
has no part in this theory. Evolution 
is popular because it allows people a 
way to set their own moral standards 
and escape the moral standards set 
forth by God in the Bible. How sad it 
is when an evolutionist refuses to 
listen to the gospel message because 
he believes there is no merit in the 
Genesis account of creation. Since he 
believes Genesis has been proven 
false by evolution, why give any 
credence to the rest of Scripture? 
Since he believes he is his own god, 
whj'. should he have any need of the 
Savior? There is danger in becoming 
indoctrinated in evolutionary theory, 
or in trying to ignore the evolutionary 
perspective that permeates our 
culture. 
As Christians, we need to make 
sure that what our children are 
learning lines up with Scripture. We 
must teach our children the Genesis 
account of creation as absolute truth 
so that when they hear the 
evolutionaqr :v:ie~oint of dinosaurs 
and an ancient earth they will be able 
to recognize the discrepancy. 
The current dinosaur mania can be 
a tremendous opportunity to teach 
our children and our friends the truth 
about dinosaurs-and the God who 
created them. 
John Whitmore is an 
assistant professor 
of geology at 
Cedarville College. 
He has earned an 
M.S. from the 
Institute for Creation 
Research and often 
speaks at churches 
on the topic of 
creationism. 
0-ther Resources 
Creation Research Society 
P.O. Box 28473 
Kansas City, MO 64118 
CRS is composed of over 700 scientists with graduate 
degrees in their area of specialty. CRS publishes the 
Creation Research Society Quarterly. 
Institute for Creation Research 
P.O. Box 2667 
El Cajon, CA 92021 
619-448-0900 
!CR publishes Acts and Facts, a free, monthly 
publication that features the latest news on creationism 
and articles related to creation and our society today. 
Speakers and resource people who can help you with 
your questions on creationism are available through the 
CedarviUe College Department of Science and 
Mathematics. 

Cedarville College 
P.O. Box 601 
Cedarville, OH 45314 
Address Correction Requested 
Non Profit Org. 
U.S. Postage 
PAID 
Permit No. 132 
Fostoria, OH 
